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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



2. Claims 1-3,8-11, 16-19, 24-27and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Goldberg. 

Claims 1, 9, 17, and 25 

• Goldberg implicitly teaches of a first memory storing a list of one or more 
ports; .... a list of one or more active sessions. . . ; a verifier communicating 
with said first memory, verifier periodically checking a session in said list 
of one or more sessions, said verifier searching for said user in said list of 
one or more ports.... (Col 2, lines 15-65, Col 3, lines 1-15). Goldberg does 
not explicitly teach of if said session is inactive, verifier updating said 
session if said user is identified on an other port. Goldberg teaches of 
tracking connection state (active/inactive) of a session (Col 3, lines 10-15); 
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Goldberg also teaches of modifying session database (Col 2, lines 43-47). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Goldberg's invention so that it would modify session 
database (update) based on tracking connection state information. 
Adding the above-mentioned modification would result in a more efficient 
system because it would allow Goldberg's invention to have up to date or 
current information about session connections. It is for this reason that 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have been 
motivated to make the above-mentioned modifications. 

Claims 8. 16, 24. and 32 

• Goldberg teaches of searching a database for a specific session 
(implicitly implies searching for a user). Goldberg teaches that each 
session correspondence to a specific socket (port), thus implying network 
device having one or more ports. (Col 3, lines 20-25, 51-66). 

Claims 2, 10, 18, and 26 

• Goldberg teaches of deactivating (deleting )session (Col 3, lines 40- 

50). 
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Claims 3. 11. 19. and 27 

• Goldberg teaches of deactivating(closing) sessions whose timestamps are 
expired (Col 19, lines 5-20). 



3. Claims 4-5,12-13,20-21 ,28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Goldberg as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Raab. 

Claims 4-5.12-13.20-21.28 and 29 

• Goldberg is silent in regards to identifies said user on any 

port with a Media Access Control address. Raab teaches on this aspect 
(Col 2, lines 55-63). Goldberg's invention relates to data communication 
systems (Col 1, lines 5-10). Raab's invention relates to networking 
systems (Col 1, lines 5-20). Adding the above-mentioned feature to 
Goldberg's invention would result in a more versatile system because it 
would extend its functionality to include systems that use MAC. It is for this 
reason that one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would 
have been motivated to make the above-mentioned modifications. 



4. Claims 6,14,22,30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Goldberg as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Beadle. 
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Claims 6.14,22,30 

• Goldberg teaches about searching and updating.... (Col 3, lines 15-30). 
Goldberg is silent in regards to port hopping setting. Beadle teaches of 
allowing a client browser to switch from one connection route to another 
route (i.e. using a different connection route implies that a connection is 
switching from one port to another, hence port hopping). Beadle teaches 
of port being enable (Col 2, lines 60-65), the fact that the session is 
completed on the new route, implies that the port was enabled. Beadle is 
silent in regards to disabling a port (i.e. connection to port or route cannot 
be made). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify Beadle's invention to allow port to be 
disable because this would result in a more versatile or secure system. 
For example, one of ordinary skill in the art might want to restrict certain 
ports (routes) for specific data transmission (high priority, warnings, etc), 
thus if certain data did not meet that specific criteria, port (i.e. route) would 
be disabled. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would 
have been motivated to make the above-mentioned modification to 
Goldberg's invention because it would result in a more efficient session 
tracking system. 
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5. Claims 7,15,23,31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Goldberg and Raab, and further in view of Beadle. 

Claims 7,15,23,31 

• Goldberg is silent in regards to policy setting and retaining policy setting 
of user at said port. Raab teaches about policy settings (Col 2, lines 55- 
65, Col 3, lines 1-10). Raab is silent in regards to retaining policy settings 
of user at said port. Beadle implicitly teaches on this aspect (Col 2, lines 
39-67, Col 3, lines 1-12). The fact that connection to new route is made 
without losing session information, implicitly teaches that the policy 
settings of the first connection (port, route) are employed in the second 
connection. Adding the above-mentioned feature to Goldberg's invention 
would result in a more efficient system because it would allow Goldberg to 
provide a more efficient session tracking system. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cheryl M. Reid whose telephone number is 571 272 
3903. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon- Fri (7-3:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jack Harvey can be reached on (571 )272-3896. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). ^ /^f 
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